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(1.) a ae a have not in 

your Laft, AZafer, 

Anfwer’d the moft 
Material Argument which the Review of the 
18th laft Fune, Vol. 3. N. 73. brings to fup- 
port his Likelies, who are moft Likely tebe Ene- 
mies to the Duke of Marlborough and the Govern. 
ment, And that is a long Story he tells 
(which takes almoft his whole Review) of an 
Fleftion for Chnrch-Wardens at Taunton, and 
about Ringing their Beis, on the News of our 
late Vitlories. 


(2.) Rebearfal. 1 lay little ftrefs upon his 
Stories, he has had fach ill Luck with them ! 
Eipecially fince his Weather-Cock! Not for his 
heing Mifixform’d, (for that may befall any 
Man, tho’ he ought to take Care before he 
puts it in Print ) but for his ftanding it out 
{0 Obftinatly, after tull Conviétion, and Repea- 
ting it, over and over again, for about Half 
aYear together, when he bad Nothing to fay 
to fuppore ic; till 1 was forc’d at laft Per- 
fetly to-Hew him down into Silence, but 
Cou’d never bring him to a Confeffion or Own- 
ing of his Faultto this Day / After this, what 
fhou’d I do to Curafe his Stories? 


(3.) And for another Reafon. His Me- 
thod is, from Particular Accufations, to Infer 
aGeneral Conclufion. Thushe Picks up Stro- 
ries of Particular Clergy Aten, whether True 
or Fale; And thence draws his Jnference, 
and pafles Sextence upon the whole Order, as 
the Dead-Weight againft the Setrlement of the 
N.tior, and therefore fit to be Remov’d! One 
Third of them to be Hanged; ay arts 
of the Remaining 5 to be Treated’a® Exe- 
mies to the Government! He makes them a 
Proverbial Feft, and the moft Abominable Wic- 
ked Crew that God ever Suffer’d to go un- 
Punifh’d, fiance the Deftru@tion of Sodom and 
Gomorrah! All this | have Prov’d from his 
Own Words, fo Plainly and Demonftrably, that 
he can make no Keply, more than to the 
Weather-Cock! Yet, asin that Cafe, this ftops 
hot his Mouch, but he will ftil) go on in his 
Perfecuting the Clergy. He cannot Help it! 
Whether from his own Inclinations, or this 
Shamefull Lrudgery being put upon him by 
thofe who Jmploy him, | will not Examine. 


But ftill the Gy againft the Clergy muft be 
kept up! In this very Review, N. 73. p. 290. 
he is at it again, and notwithftanding of his 
having made no Xeply, or Offer’d to Defend 
himfelf againft thefe Crarges made Good againft 
him in the Rebearfal, he ftill Repeats his Ac- 
cufation, and will not be Silenc’d, but fays, No, 
No, Mr. REHE ARS ALythere is in plain Eng- 
lifh an Unhappy Defettion in the Inferior CLER= 
GY, and too many are Debanch’d with HIGH- 
CHURCH and FRENCH Principles, which 1 
take to be the fame thing. Here is Deftruttion 
to them again! High-Church is French! And 
by Zigh Church (as I have before fully Prov’d, 
and he can make no Reply) the Body of the 
Clergy in General is meant! All are French! 
then Down with them! 

And (as | faid) all this Built upon fome 
poor Story, not worth Examining, of this or 
that, Particular Perfon; And as True, I fup- 
pofe, as his Weather-Cock! For as many of 
them as have been Exam#n’d have Prov’d fo. 


(4. ) Thus his Story of the Play- Honfe Con- 
tributing to the Repair of a Chappel, which he 
may fix, perhaps, upon fome one unwary 
Church-Warden, is Improv’d by him to a vio- 
lent Satyr againft the whole Church, as I have 
fhew’d in my two Laft, upon his Num. 74. 
of the 20th. of Fume laft. Yet he thoughe 
one whole Review fpent upon this Subject 
not Enough, but gives usthe Second Part to 
the fame Tune, in-his of the 2th, laft Sune, 
N. 76. which is all Employ’d upon this Sub- 
je, and Begins thus, Upon the PLAY-HOUSE 
coming in by way of Colettion for the Ufe of the 
CHURCH. And calls it, A Confederacy with 
HELL, to fupport her Dying HIGH-CHURCH 
Caufe;; He names High-Church, but means the 
Whole Church, as 1 have fully fhew’d upon his 
Num.74. in mine Num. 117: 

Now after this, what wov'd you have me. 
Chafe any more of his Stories for ?. Which if 
True, fignity nothing to Place a General Charge 
upon; Only to Shew che Inveterat Malice of 
thefe Men, who can get no beteer Handle a- 
gainft the Church. 


( 5.) And if this Atethod were either Chri- 





ftian, or Becoming a Gentleman, or any Proof 
againft a whole Body of Men, he knows I coud 
make 










































































make fall Reprizels Upon him ftom both former 
and Latter Examples, and more Publick and 
Notorious, even in the Streets, than any he can 
Charge upon the Church, But I leave fuch 
Arguments to them who have no Better to 
make ufe of. 


( 6.) What wou'd it Signify, if he fhou’d 
fhew a Rafb or Undefcreet Aftion done by 
Somebody at Taunton? Wou'd this Determin 
who are moft Likely to be Enzmies tothe Duke of 
Marlborough and the Government? Which is 
the Point for which he brings it as a Proof ! 
Wou’d this be fuch a Proof, as a Couple of 
Weekly Writers Imploy’d or Encourag’d to 
Libel the D. of Marlborough and the Governe 
ment ? And who have Continu’d in this Em- 
ployment thefe feveral Years. As I have, from 
the Beginning of thefe Rehearfals, aboundant- 
ly fhewn. Is not this a fuller Proof of the De- 
fien of a Party, than what any 2 or 3 Menat 
Taunton fhou’d Accidently do or fay about 
the Ringing of their Bells, or Choofing Church. 
Wardens? Did any of them fay, that the D. 
of Marlborough was Aliegorical in what he 
wrote.to the Secretary of State? That is, did 
not Mean what he Said. Or that he was a 
Fool, if he thought of Conquering France? 
That he was Fighting againit Divine Right? 
And that the Queen had no Divine Right? 
Did any of the Men at Tzanton talk at this 
Rate? Yetall chis the Review which Accufes 
them has faid, and AZaint aims it, as 1 fhew'd 
in my Laft. 2 


( 7.) Conntry-m. Then, Mafer, you let 
the [Story of Tannton go for Truth, as he 
tells it. 

Rehearf. No, Country-Man. Becaufe he tells 
it, therefore I Su/pect it. According to the 
Rule 1 formerly gave'you of Believing Stories 
they tell for Furthering of their Cawje. And 
beeaufe it was of no Confequence, if True, 
therefore I Inquir’d nothing about it. 

Country-m. But it will be of fome Confe- 
quence, it any thing of this Story fo formally 
told, fhou’d: prove otherwife. It will be a 
Confirmation, Ataffer, of that Rule you Gave 
me. And whichI have not found to Fail 
hitherto. 

Now hereis a Letter 1 was defir’d to fhew 
you. I fuppofe it comes from Taunton, And 
bears Date Fume 22. 1706. The Name I con- 
ceal, unlefs there be Occafion for it. ButI 
know the Perfon to whom it was wrote, 
And it Contraditts almoft the Whole of what 
the Review fays upon this Matter. Let me 
Name a few Particulars. 

1. The Review fays, p. 290. That it is 
not the Usage and Cuftom at Taunton for the 
Miniter of the Parifsto have the Naming of 
One of the Church-Wardens, as is ufual in other 
Places. On the Contrary the Letter fays, it 
is allow’d to the Adinifter at Taunton, and has 
been Exercis’d by feveral Adiniffers, without 
any Oppofition, except from the Diffenters. 

2. The Review fays, Fhe Office (of Church- 
Warden) bas been diligently Engrofs’d by the 


: ! 
PARTY (as he Lovingly calls the Cherch !) | idlagh rier on tee tis #0 


for feveral Years paft.- The Letter fays, That 
for above twenty Years paft,the DISSENTERS 
have flsar’d in this Office with the CHURCH- 


MEN, they laving had frequently one and fome- | and dilolv’d 1705. 


times two ChurchelV ardens at atime. 
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rities had been Committed, Unneceffar 


ges_brought upon the Parifh, Accounts clandeftin. 


ly paft, the Parifh Church Dammifyd, and al 


thrown down——— And that it put the Tom 


to 600 pounds Charge to. Build it up again, Thy 
Letter fays, That nee: by she Prrifh te 
that the Accounts have Regularly Pala, abi 
Publick Notice given in the Church for the Pa. 
rifhioners to Attend, except for the Years 169¢, 
1699. when Adr. B—r and Mr. Gry En). 
nent DISSENTERS were Church-Wardens, sy 
former not having pafs'd his Accounts till suk 
two Years ago, and the Latter mever, he Dying 
greatly in Debt to the Parifh. That the Chin 
bath been kept in very good Repair, without any 
Un-ufual Charge, except in the Year 1698. 
when by the Negligence or Unfkillfulne/s of fom 
workmen digging a Pit to fix a Poft im for th 
New Pulpit, two Pillars fell down, with the Ay. 
ches and Windows they fupported 3 and yet thy 
Charge of Re-building this, and Ereéting tly 
New Pulpit too, fell much fhert of 600 pound; 
which the Review fays it Coft the Parifh, the 
whole Disburfments that Year amounting but 4 
4§7/. 194 1d. 4% which the Parifhioners cop 
tentedly paid, except fome DISSENTERS, why . 
don't fe to ve Pleas’d with the Adorning and 
Beantifying of Churches. 

4 The Review fays, That an Aétion wa 


brought againft the AGniffer Mr. Gale, [fap 


pofe for Prefuming to Name a Charch.War 
den. The Letter fays, There was no Alin 
brought againft the MINISTER, neither is bis 
Right of Eleétion diffallow'd, but Allow'd this 
very laft Election, when the Perfon he Nominated 
was Admitted and Sworn. 

Rehearf Mr. Review wou’d do well to tel 
us, whether in the Sentence of the Cot in 
Weftminfter-Hall for the Complainants in this 
Aétion, the Right of the Minifter to Choof 
one of the Charch-Wardens was Deny’d. For 
there may be many Points in en Aétion of this 
Nature. AndI know nothing of thefe Pro 
ceedings in Weftminfher-Hal. Was Mr. Gale 
prefent at the Eleétion of thefe. Courch-Wa- 
dens? And did he Then Name his Church 
Warden? And was this Rejected in Wefmi- 
nifter Hall, upon the Cuftom of Taunton? 


( 8.) Country m. We thall nor have Time 
to go through the Reft of Mr. Review's Ac 
cufations to night. I muft Referve that for 
the next Opportunity. I will only. fay this 
now, That the Letter fays his .A/perfing of 
the Clergy and Church- Men at Taunton is mot 
Falfeand Scandalons, the Perfons Reflected up- 
on being of Known Reputation and Efteemin 
their y- But this fhews his Bitter Ads 
lice ag the Church and Church-Men. 

But we fhall have more Spert, when we 
Come to hi Objection of the Ringing of the 
Bellsand the Bonfires, 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


T. Paul noanover of Sedition, or a Brief Vindicati* 





on of that Apoftle, from the Falfe and Difingenovs 
Expofition of Mr. Hoadly, ina Sermen preach’d before 


A Colleétion of Papers; concerning what hath beet 
Tranfa&ted in the Convocation, fummon’d A. Ds 170% 
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3: The Review fays, That when Church : 
Men were Church Wardens, feveral Irreguly. " 
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